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with the placenta taken from females which were in a state of advanced 
tuberculosis and with semen from the testicles of tubercular males, and the 
animals thus inoculated contracted tubercle. Inoculations made with 
embryoes alone failed. 

M. Cornet has also sought to elucidate the question whether by saturating 
the organism of an animal with certain r edicinal substances one could trans
form it into a medium unfavourable for the vegetation of the tubercle bacillus. 
He has inoculated tubercular matter into animals, and afterwards administered 
a variety of agents, such as sublimate, creasote, acetate of lead, etc., in doses 
greater than could be risked in man. Nevertheless all the inoculated animals 
succumbed.-Revlte Scientijique. 

A NEW BACTERIAL DISEASE IN DUCKS. 

MM. CORNIL and Toupet have presented to the French Academy of Sciences 
an account of a new bacterial affection of ducks-duck-cholera. 

These two savants received from MM. Geoffrey Saint-Hilaire and Menard 
some ducks that had succumbed to an epidemic malady characterised 
by-

Io Symptomatic diarrhcea, progressive enfeeblement, muscular tremblings, 
and death supervening in two or three days. 

2. Micro-biologically by bacteria in the form of short rods rounded at 
their extremities, closely related by their form and dimensions to those of fowl. 
cholera and the septicremia of rabbits, and which existed in considerable 
numbers in the blood of the heart, of the liver, of the spleen, of the marrow of 
bones, and in the intestinal secretion of the birds that died spontaneously. 

3. Anatomically, at the autopsy, by ecchymoses on the surface of the 
visceral pericardium, sometimes even by pericarditis, congestion of the liver 
with fatty degeneration, congestion of the intestine, etc. 

From experiments conducted on various animals with the micro-organisms 
isolated and cultivated by MM. Cornil and Toupet, it follows that-

Io The cholera of ducks is not fatal except in that species. 
2. It respects fowls and pigeons, and it does not kill rabbits except with a 

large dose. 
3. It is less active than fowl-cholera, which kills all these animals. 
4. It ought to be considered as a malady distinct from fowl-cholera. 

INFECTIOUS GINGIVITIS IN AN ELEPHANT. 

IN a note recently presented to the French Academy of Sciences, M. Galippe 
gives the result of his examination of an elephant's tooth which had fallen out 
spontaneously. The cement of this tooth presented all degrees of alteration 
from the most superficial up to total disappearance. Not only were there 
micro-organisms on its surface, but they had penetrated into its substance. 
In the points where the dentine, was exposed there were considerable 
ragged cavities, covered with masses of organisms, which penetrated into the 
canaliculi and might be followed into the depth of the dentine. M. Galippe 
considered the condition identical with that observed in man, and termed 
infectious gingivitis. 




